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DETAILED ACTION 
Drawings 

1 . The drawings submitted on May 22, 2006 have been reviewed and determined to 
facilitate understanding of the invention. The objection of the Office Action mailed November 
22, 2005 is hereby withdrawn and the drawings are accepted as submitted. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. This appUcation currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

4. Claims 1-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent 
No. 6,556,738 to Pfeiffer et al. in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,263,136 to Jennings et al. 

5. Regarding Claim 1, Pfeiffer et al. describes a fiber optic connection panel having a 
chassis (70) and a plurality of circuit modules (10) mounted in the chassis having an input port 
(1 10b) positioned on a rear face (94), an output port (1 10a) positioned on the rear face, two input 
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ports (106a, 106d) positioned on a front face (92), two output ports (106b, 106e) positioned on 
the front face, a monitor port (106c) positioned on the front face, two visual indicators (at right 
end in Figure 7) to indicate the state of the circuitry, positioned on the front face and a power 
input connector (202) on the rear face. Pfeiffer et al. describes each module having circuitry 
linking the input and output ports on the rear face to each other and to the output ports on the 
front face, where two normal through paths each link on the rear input ports to one of the rear 
outputs and the circuitry defines patched paths each lining on the rear input ports to one the front 
output ports and one of the rear output ports to one of the front input ports (see Figures 1-9 and 
Columns 4-7). While Pfeiffer et al, does not specifically describe two input ports and two output 
ports on the rear face, Pfeiffer et al. does describe a double density module (200) that would 
inherently have such added ports. 

6. Pfeiffer et al. does not describe a second monitor port on the front face. However, at the 
time of invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use a second 
monitor port, since it has been held that mere duplication of the essential working parts of a 
device involves only routine skill in the art. St. Regis Paper Co. v. Bemis Co., 193 USPQ 8. The 
motivation would have been to allow for monitoring of the separate circuits of Pfeiffer et al. to 
be monitored by different external components or systems. 

7. Pfeiffer et al. does not describe two switches on the front face of the module. Jennings et 
al. describes a switch (66) on the front face of a module to operate circuitry to switch between 
optical paths. Pfeiffer et al. and Jennings et al. are analogous art from the same field of optical 
module design. At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to use switches like that of Jennings to control the optical circuits in the module of 
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Pfeiffer et al. The motivation for doing so would have been to allow for external manual control 
of the optical circuitry described by Pfeifer et al. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art to combine Jennings et al, with Pfeiffer et al. to obtain the invention as 
presently claimed. 

8. Regarding Claims 2 and 3, Pfeiffer et al. further describes a cable management system for 
managing cables connected to the front face. While Pfeiffer et al. does not specifically describe 
the rear face having such a cable management system, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to use such a system on the rear face, since it has been held that mere 
duplication of the essential working parts of a device involves only routine skill in the art. St. 
Regis Paper Co. v. Bemis Co., 193 USPQ 8. 

9. Regarding Claim 4, while Pfeiffer et al. does not describe the visual indicators as LED's, 
it appears that the indicators shown have the structure of LED's. 

10. Regarding Claim 5, Jennings describes the switch as a toggle switch (66). 

1 1 . Regarding Claim 6, Pfeiffer et al. further describes the ports as fiber optical adapters 
(106, 110). 

12. Regarding Claim 7, Pfeiffer et al. further describes the ports having openings (80) for 
fiber pigtails. 

13. Regarding Claim 8, Pfeiffer et al. further describes the circuitry 2x2 optical switches (see 
Column 5). 

14. Regarding Claim 9, Pfeiffer et al. describes a fiber optic connection panel having a 
chassis (70) and a plurality of circuit modules (10) mounted in the chassis having an input port 
(1 10b) positioned on a rear face (94), an output port (1 10a) positioned on the rear face, an input 
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port (106a, 106d) positioned on a front face (92), an output port (106b, 106e) positioned on the 
front face, a monitor port (106c) positioned on the front face, and a power input connector (202) 
on the rear face. Pfeiffer et al. describes each module having circuitry linking the input and 
output ports on the rear face to each other and to the output ports on the front face, where two 
normal through paths each link on the rear input ports to one of the rear outputs and the circuitry 
defines patched paths each lining on the rear input ports to one the front output ports and one of 
the rear output ports to one of the front input ports (see Figures 1-9 and Columns 4-7). 

15. Pfeiffer et al. does not describe a switch on the front face of the module. Jennings et al. 
describes a switch (66) on the front face of a module to operate circuitry to switch between 
optical paths. Pfeiffer et al. and Jennings et al. are analogous art from the same field of optical 
module design. At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to use switches like that of Jennings to control the optical circuits in the module of 
Pfeiffer et al. The motivation for doing so would have been to allow for external manual control 
of the optical circuitry described by Pfeifer et al. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art to combine Jennings et al. with Pfeiffer et al. to obtain the invention as 
presently claimed. 

16. Regarding Claims 10 and 1 1, Pfeiffer et al. further describes a cable management system 
for managing cables connected to the front face. While Pfeiffer et al. does not specifically 
describe the rear face having such a cable management system, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to use such a system on the rear face, since it has been held that 
mere duplication of the essential working parts of a device involves only routine skill in the art. 
St. Regis Paper Co. v. Bemis Co.. 193 USPQ 8. 
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17. Regarding Claim 12, describes visual indicators (at right end in Figure 7). While Pfeiffer 
et al. does not describe the visual indicators as LED's, it appears that the indicators shown have 
the structure of LED's. 

18. Regarding Claim 13, Jennings describes the switch as a toggle switch (66). 

19. Regarding Claim 14, Pfeiffer et al. further describes the ports as fiber optical adapters 
(106, 110). 

20. Regarding Claim 15, Pfeiffer et al. further describes the ports having openings (80) for 
fiber pigtails. 

2 1 . Regarding Claim 1 6, Pfeiffer et al. further describes the circuitry 2x2 optical switches 
(see Column 5). 

22. Regarding Claim 17, Pfeiffer et al. describes a fiber optic module having a module 
housing (70) with an input port (1 10b) positioned on a rear face (94), an output port (1 10a) 
positioned on the rear face, two input ports (106a, 106d) positioned on a front face (92), two 
output ports (106b, 106e) positioned on the front face, a monitor port (106c) positioned on the 
front face, and a power input connector (202) on the rear face. Pfeiffer et al. describes each 
module having circuitry linking the input and output ports on the rear face to each other and to 
the output ports on the front face, where two normal through paths each link on the rear input 
ports to one of the rear outputs and the circuitry defines patched paths each lining on the rear 
input ports to one the front output ports and one of the rear output ports to one of the front input 
ports (see Figures 1-9 and Columns 4-7). While Pfeiffer et al. does not specifically describe two 
input ports and two output ports on the rear face, Pfeiffer et al. does describe a double density 
module (200) that would inherently have such added ports. 
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23. Pfeiffer et al. does not describe a second monitor port on the front face. However, at the 
time of invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use a second 
monitor port, since it has been held that mere duplication of the essential working parts of a 
device involves only routine skill in the art. St. Regis Paper Co. v. Bemis Co., 193 USPQ 8. The 
motivation would have been to allow for monitoring of the separate circuits of Pfeiffer et al. to 
be monitored by different external components or systems. 

24. Pfeiffer et al. does not describe two switches on the front face of the module. Jennings et 
al. describes a switch (66) on the front face of a module to operate circuitry to switch between 
optical paths. Pfeiffer et al. and Jennings et al. are analogous art from the same field of optical 
module design. At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to use switches like that of Jennings to control the optical circuits in the module of 
Pfeiffer et al. The motivation for doing so would have been to allow for external manual control 
of the optical circuitry described by Pfeifer et al. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art to combine Jennings et al. with Pfeiffer et al. to obtain the invention as 
presently claimed. 

25. Regarding Claim 1 8, Pfeiffer et al. fiirther describes two visual indicators (at right end in 

Figure 7) positioned on the front face to indicate the state of the circuitry. 

26. Regarding Claim 19, Pfeiffer et al. ftirther describes the module having a flange (1 14) 
extending from the module housing for receipt of a fastener for mounting the module housing 
into a chassis. 
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Response to Arguments 

27. Applicant's arguments, filed May 22, 2006, with respect to the rejection(s) of claim(s) 1- 
19 in view of US Patents Nos. 6,556,738 to Pfeiffer et al. and 6,263136 to Jennings et al. have 
been fully considered. 

28. Applicant's correctly argues that the system of Pfeiffer et al. dose not inherently include a 
second monitor port. Please note, however the new rejection of Claims 1 and 17 discussing the 
obvious modification to include a second monitor port to the system of Pfeiffer et al. (see 
paragraphs 6 and 23 of this Office Action). Please note that this rejection is not final. 

29. Applicant also argues that it would not have been obvious to modify the system of 
Pfeiffer et al. to include the switch setup of Jennings et al. This argument is not persuasive. 
While the Applicant is correct that including manual switches in the system of Pfeiffer et al. 
would be redundant in light of the remote control abilities of the Pfeiffer et al. system, the 
examiner notes that such redundancy may be quite beneficial, especially where a manual 
operator in a position to observe the system operation in a manner different from a remote 
operator. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jerry T. Rahll whose telephone number is (571) 272-2356. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-Th (8:30-5:30). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rodney Bovemick can be reached on (571) 272-2344. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
apphcations is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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